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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to the amendment filed on 09/26/05. 
Clalnis 1-23 and 36-61 are pending in this Office Action. Claims 59-61 added as 

new. 

Response to Arguments 

2. After further search and a thorough examination of the present application claims 
1-23 and 36-61 renfiain rejected. 

Applicants' arguments with respect to claims 1-23 and 36-61 have been 
considered, but they are not deemed to be persuasive. 

First, /Applicant's argue that Peterson and Pezutti (remarks: page 14) does not 
teach 'plurality of different versions of the same software application are simultaneously 
installed on one or more network servers'. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., plurality of different versions of the same software application are simultaneously 
installed on one or more network servers) are not recited In the rejected claim(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the clainns. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Second, Applicant's argue that Peterson (remarks: page 16) does not teach 
'multiple copies are different versions of that software application' 
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In response to applicant's arguments, the Examiner respectfully submits that in 
particular, Peterson teaches this limitation as, when vendor server queries the network 
available devices on the server network, or the devices report to the server, a program 
"application" residing on the devices issue a response to server The information 
included in the response is then used to update "version" the information stored on 
server as to what resources (e.g. server, database, recordable medium, etc.) are 
available on the server network. When the central server queries server, the program 
residing on the server issues a response to the central server, see para. 0066, 
Peterson. 

Third, Applicant's argue that neither references Peterson or Pezuti (remarks: 
page 16) does not teaches or suggests 'updating a version of a server-hosted 
application'. 

In response to applicant's arguments, the Examiner respectfully submits that in 
particular, Peterson teaches this limitation as, server will upload the results of its data 
retrieval process to central server, which will notify each server, allowing the servers to 
reallocate their storage resources, either back to the system, or for their own 
applications. Central server will then update to reflect the newly required storage 
resources, which can now be used by the system, see para. 0072, Peterson. 

Fourth, In response to the arguments regarding version interpretation in page 

16. 

Examiner is entitled to give claim limitations their broadest reasonable 
interpretation in light of the specification. 
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Interpretation of Claims-Broadest Reasonable Interpretation 
During patent examination, the pending claims must be 'given the broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification.' Applicant always has the 
opportunity to amend the claims during prosecusslon and broad interpretation by the 
examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more 
broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 USPQ 541,550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

Reference is made to MPEP 2144.01 - Implicit Disclosure 

"[l]n considering the disclosure of a reference, It is proper to take into account not only 
specific teachings of the reference but also the inferences which one skilled in the art 
would reasonably be expected to draw therefrom." In re Preda, 401 F.2d 825, 826, 
159 USPQ 342, 344 (CCPA 1968) 

Subsequent to an analysis of the claims it was revealed that a number of 

limitations recited In the claims belong in the prior art and thus encompassed and/or 

implicitly disclosed in the reference (s) applied and cited. It is logical for the examiner to 

focus on the limitations that are "crux of the invention" and not Involve a lot of energy 

and time for the things that are not central to the invention, but peripheral. The examiner 

is aware of the duties to address each and every element of claims, however, it is also 

important that a person prosecuting a patent application before the Office or an 

stakeholders of patent granting process make effort to understand the level of one of 

ordinary skill in the (data processing) art or the level one of skilled in the (data 

processing) art, as encompassed by the applied and cited references. The 

administrative convenience derived from such a cooperation between the attorneys and 

examiners benefits the Office as well the patentee. 
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In view of the above, the examiner contends that all limitations as recited in the 

claims have been addressed in this Action. 

For the above reasons, Examiner believed that rejection of the last Office action 
was proper. 

In response to applicant's argument, to combine the references, the examiner recognizes 
that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior 
art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to 
do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of 
ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In 
re Jones, 958 R2d347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

"Test of obviousness is not whether features of secondary reference may be bodily 
incorporated into primary reference's structure, nor whether claimed invention is expressly 
suggested in any one or all of references; rather, test is what combined teachings of references 
would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in art ." 

In re Keller, Terry, and Davies, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

"Reason, suggestion, or motivation to combine two or more prior art references in single 
invention may come from references themselves, from knowledge of those skilled in art that 
certain references or disclosures in references are known to be of interest in particular field, or 
from nature of problem to be solved;" Pro-Mold and Tool Co. v. Great Lakes Plastics Inc. U.S. 
Court of Appeals Federal Circuit 37 USPQ2d 1626 Decided February 7, 1996 Nos. 95-1 171, - 
1181 

"[qjuestion is whether there is something in prior art as whole to suggest desirability, and thus 
obviousness, of making combination." Lindemann Maschinenfabrik GMBH v. American Hoist 



Application/Control Number: 10/062,944 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2166 

and Derrick Conpany et al. U.S. Court of Appeals Federal Circuit 221 USPQ 481 Decided Mar. 
21, 1984 No 83-1178. 

Fifth, In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
the references in page 17, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so 
found either In the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, it 
would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of 
the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
installation of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1 , para, 0002. Installation as 
taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 

Hence, Applicants' arguments do not distinguish over the claimed invention over 
the prior art of record. 

In light of the foregoing arguments, the 103 rejections are hereby sustained. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sitill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application cun-ently names joint Inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1-23 and 36-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Erik Peterson ('Peterson' hereinafter), USPGPUB 2002/0103907 in 
view of David Pezutti ('Pezutti' hereinafter), USPGPUB 2004/0249927. 

With respect to claim 1 , 

Peterson discloses a method of migrating at least one client to a selected version 
of a server-hosted application on a network, where multiple versions of the server- 
hosted application are available on the network, such that direction of a client to use a 
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specific version nnay be transparent to a client (see page 4, para. 0067), comprising tiie 
steps of: 

(a) installing the multiple versions of the server-hosted application on the network 
(see page 3, para. 0066, Peterson); 

(b) creating a register identifying clients having access to the server-hosted 
application and indicating in the register a version of the server-hosted application that 
is associated with each client having access to the server-hosted application (see page 
4, para. 0067, Peterson); 

(c) changing an association in the register of at least one client selected from 
those clients identified in the register to a different version of the server-hosted 
application (see page 5, para. 0072, Peterson); and 

(d) directing each client attempting to access the server-hosted application to the 
version of the server-hosted application with which the client is associated in the 
register, without requiring that any client be aware of the migration to the different 
version (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed installation. 

Pezutti discloses claimed installation (page 16, para. 0283). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
installation of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1 , para, 0002. Installation as 
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taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for networl< providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed association. 

Pezutti discloses claimed installation (page 5, para. 0058). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
association of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1, para, 0002. Association as 
taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 

As to claim 2, 

Peterson teaches a wherein the register comprises meta information for each 
client (see page 3, para. 0066, Peterson). 
As to claim 3, 

Peterson teaches wherein the meta information for each client includes a status 
of the client and a version identifier that indicates the version of the server-hosted 
application associated with the client (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson). 

As to claim 4, 
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Peterson teaches wherein the meta information further comprises a location from 
where server-hosted application data of a client can be retrieved (see page 4, para. 
0067, Peterson). 

As to claim 5, 

Peterson teaches comprising the step of grouping together version specific 
server-hosted application data into different data structures, such that at least one data 
structure exists for each version of the hosted application, and each at least one data 
structure includes version specific server-hosted application data unique to only one 
version of the hosted application (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson). 

As to claim 6, 

Peterson teaches further comprising the step of grouping together non version 
specific server-hosted application data into a single data structure (see page 3, para. 
0066, Peterson). 

As to claim 7, 

Peterson teaches further comprising the step of grouping together client specific 
server-hosted application data into different data server-hosted on the version of the 
hosted application that is associated with the client specific server-hosted application 
data, so that a different client data structure exists for each version of the server-hosted 
application (see page 3, para. 0066, Peterson). 

As to claim 8, 

Peterson teaches wherein the register comprises a separate data structure (see 
page 3, para. 0066, Peterson). 
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As to claim 9, 

Peterson teaches wherein the step of directing each client attempting to access 
the server-hosted application to the version of the server-hosted application associated 
with the client comprises the step of examining a request from each client for access to 
the server-hosted application to determine if the request contains a reference to the 
version of the server-hosted application with which the client making the request is 
associated (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson). 

As to claim 10, 

Peterson teaches wherein when a request from a client does not include a 
reference to the version of the server-hosted application to which the client should be 
directed, further comprising the step of incorporating a reference to the version of the 
server-hosted application to which the client should be directed in a cookie returned to 
the client from the server, such that when the client makes a future request, the register 
does not need to be consulted to determine the version of the server-hosted application 
to which the client should be directed (see page 3, para. 0066, Peterson). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed cookie. 

Pezutti discloses claimed cookie (page 6, para. 0069). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
cookie of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1, para, 0002. Cookie as 
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taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 
As to claim 11, 

Peterson teaches further comprising the step of examining a request from a 
client for access to the server-hosted application to determine if the request contains a 
reference to the version of the server-hosted application to which the client should be 
directed, before consulting the register to determine the version of the server-hosted 
application to which the client is to be directed (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson). 

As to claim 12, 

Peterson teaches wherein when a request from a client does not include a 
reference to the version of the server-hosted application to which the client should be 
directed, further comprising the step of incorporating a reference to the version of the 
server-hosted application to which the client should be directed in a cookie returned to 
the client from the server, such that when the client makes a future request, the register 
does not need to be consulted to determine to which version of the server-hosted 
application the client should be directed (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed cookie. 

Pezutti discloses claimed cookie (page 6, para. 0069). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
cookie of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an Intelligent 
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networks provide networl< access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1, para, 0002. Cookie as 
taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 
As to claim 12, 

Peterson teaches wherein when a client attempts to access the server-hosted 
application and is not identified in the register, further comprising the steps of 
associating the client with a default version of the server-hosted application; and, adding 
information identifying the client as being associated with the default version, to the 
register (see page 3, para. 0066, Peterson). 

As to claim 14, 

Peterson teaches further comprising the step of incorporating a reference to the 
default version of the server-hosted application in a cookies returned to the client from 
the server, such that when that client makes a further request, the register does not 
need to be consulted to determine to which version of the server-hosted application the 
client should be directed (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed cookie. 

Pezutti discloses claimed cookie (page 6, para. 0069). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
cookie of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an Intelligent 
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networks provide networl< access services for the benefit of networl< providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1 , para, 0002. Cool<ie as 
taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for networl< providers and service providers (see page 
3. para 0019, Pezutti). 
As to claim 14, 

Peterson teaches wherein when a client attempts to access the server-hosted 
application, and the request from the client includes a reference to the version of the 
server-hosted application to which the unique client should be directed, but that 
reference fails to determine a version of the server-hosted application with which data of 
the client are associated, further comprising the step of consulting the register to 
determine to which version of the server-hosted application the client should be directed 
(see page 4, para. 0067, Fig. 1 1 , Peterson). 

As to claim 16, 

Peterson teaches further comprising the steps of changing the reference to the 
version of the server-hosted application contained In the request cookie to correspond 
with the version of the server-hosted application identified by the register, and returning 
the cookie that is thus corrected to the client, so that when the client makes a further 
request, the further request will properly reference the version of the server-hosted 
application with which the client is associated (see page 4. para. 0067 and page 1 , 
para. 013, Peterson). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed cookie. 
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Pezutti discloses claimed cookie (page 6, para. 0069). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
cookie of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1 , para, 0002. Cookie as 
taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 

As to claim 17, 

Peterson teaches machine-readable medium having machine instructions for 
performing the steps of Claim 1 (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson). 
With respect to claim 1 8, 

Peterson discloses a system for migrating at least a portion of a plurality of 
clients to a selected version of a server-hosted application on a network to which the 
plurality of clients is coupled, where multiple versions of the server-hosted application 
are available on the network, such that direction of a client to use a specific version of 
the server-hosted application may be transparent to a user (see page 4, para. 0067, 
Peterson), comprising: 

(a) a computing device for each client coupled to the network (see page 1 , para. 
0013, Peterson); and 
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(b) a server having a processor and a memory in communication with the 
processor, said memory storing machine instructions that when executed by the 
processor cause the processor (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson) to: 

(I) install the multiple versions of the server-hosted application for access over 
the network (see page 4, para. 0067 and page 1. para. 0014, Peterson); 

(ii) create a register identifying the plurality of clients having access to the server- 
hosted application and including an association of a version of the server-hosted 
application with each client having access to the server-hosted application (see page 3, 
para. 0066, Peterson); 

(iii) change an association in the register of a first group of clients selected from 
the plurality of clients, to a different version of the server-hosted application (see page 
4, para. 0067 and page 2. para 0017, Peterson); and 

(iv) direct each client attempting to access the server-hosted application to the 
version of the server-hosted application with which the client is associated in the 
register, without requiring that a user of any client be aware of the migration to the 
different version (see page 3, para. 0066 and page 2, para. 0058, Peterson). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed installation. 

Pezutti discloses claimed installation (page 16, para. 0283). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
installation of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
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providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1, para, 0002. Installation as 
taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed association. 

Pezutti discloses claimed installation (page 5, para. 0058). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
association of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1 , para, 0002. Association as 
taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 

As to claim 19, 

Peterson teaches wherein the machine instructions, when executed by the 
processor, further cause the processor to direct each client attempting to access the 
server-hosted application to the version of the server-hosted application with which the 
client is associated, by consulting the register to determine the version of the server- 
hosted application to which the client should be directed (see page 4, para. 0067, 
Peterson). 

As to claim 20, 
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Peterson teaches wherein the machine instructions, when executed by the 
processor, further cause the processor to direct each client attempting to access the 
server-hosted application to the version of the server-hosted application with which the 
client is associated, by examining a request from each client to the server to determine 
if the request contains a reference to the version of the server-hosted application to 
which the client should be directed (see page 4, para. 0067 and Fig. 1a, Peterson). 

As to claim 21 , 

Peterson teaches wherein when the request does not include a reference to the 
version of the server-hosted application to which the client should be directed, the 
machine instructions cause the processor to identify the version of the server-hosted 
application to which the client should be directed, by consulting the register (see page 2, 
para. 0058, Fig. la, Peterson). 

As to claim 22, 

Peterson teaches wherein when the request does not include a reference to the 
version of the server-hosted application to which the client should be checked, the 
machine instructions further cause the processor to incorporate a reference to the 
version of the server-hosted application to which the unique client should be directed in 
a cookie returned to the client from the server, such that when the client makes a future 
request, the register does not need to be consulted to determine to which version of the 
server-hosted application the client should be directed (see page 4, para. 0067, Fig. la, 
Peterson). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed cookie. 
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Pezutti discloses claimed cookie (page 6, para. 0069). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
cookie of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1, para, 0002. Cookie as 
taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019. Pezutti). 

As to claim 23, 

Peterson teaches wherein when a client attempts to access the server-hosted 
application, and the client is not identified in the register, the machine instructions 
further cause the processor to associate the client with a default version of the server- 
hosted application, and add the client in association with the default version, to the 
register (see page 2, para. 0056-0058, Peterson). 

With respect to claim 36, 

Peterson discloses a method of enabling a provider of a server-hosted 
application to migrate selected clients from a first version of said server-hosted 
application to a second version of said server-hosted application, such that at least one 
version of the server-hosted application remains accessible to at least some clients 
during the migration (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson), comprising the steps of : 
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(a) creating a register identifying eacti client having access to the server-hosted 
application, and associating each client having access to the server-hosted application 
with the first version of the server-hosted application (see page 4, para. 0067, 
Peterson); 

(b) making the second version of the server-hosted application available on the 
network (see page 3, para. 0066, Fig. 1c, Peterson); 

(c) selecting a first group of clients from those clients Identified in the register to 
. be migrated to the second version of the server-hosted application (see page 4, para. 

0067, Peterson); 

(d) changing the register so that the register indicates each client included in the 
first group of clients is associated with and allowed to access the second version of the 
server-hosted application, but not the first version of the server-hosted application (see 
page 4, para. 0071, Peterson); 

(e) each time that a client attempts to access the server-hosted application, 
automatically identifying the version of the server-hosted application that said client is 
allowed to access (see page 3, para. 0066, Peterson); and 

(f) automatically directing said client to the version the server-hosted application 
that the client is allowed to access (see page 4, para. 0071, Peterson). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed association. 
Pezutti discloses claimed installation (page 5, para. 0058). 
It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
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association of Pezutti's teacliing would have allowed Peterson's system to an Intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1 , para, 0002. Association as 
taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 
As to claim 37, 

Peterson teaches wherein the register comprises meta information for each 
client, said meta infornnation including at least a status of each client and a version 
identifier that identifies the version of the server-hosted application that the client is 
allowed to access (see page 4, para. 0071, Peterson). 

As to claim 38, 

Peterson teaches wherein the status comprises at least one of an active state 
and a being migrated state (see page 3, para. 0066, Fig. 3, Peterson). 

As to claim 39, 

Peterson teaches wherein when data of any of the first group of clients must be 
reformatted to be compatible the second version of the server-hosted application, for 
each client in the first group of clients whose data requires reformatting (see page 4, 
para. 0067, Peterson), further comprising the steps of: 

(a) modifying the register to identify the status of the client as in the being 
migrated state (see page 4, para. 0071, Peterson); 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/062,944 Page 22 

Art Unit: 2166 

(b) reformatting the data associated of the client to be compatible with the 
second version of the server-hosted application (see page 4, para. 0071, Peterson); and 

(c) when the reformatting is completed, modifying the register to identify the 
status of the client ces in the active state (see page 4, para. 0067 and para. 0071, Fig. 
la, Peterson). 

As to claim 40, 

Peterson teaches wherein if an error occurs in reformatting the data associated 
with the client (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson); further comprising the steps of: 

(a) modifying the register to identify the status of the client as in the being 
migrated state (see page 4, para. 0067, Fig. 3, Peterson); 

(b) reformatting the data associated of the client to be compatible with the first 
version of the server-hosted application (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson); and when 
the reformatting is completed: 

(i) modifying the register to identify the status of the client as in the active state 
(see page 4, para.. 0067, Fig. 1c, Peterson); and 

(ii) changing the register so that the register indicate the client is associated with 
and allowed to access the first version of the server-hosted application, but not the 
second version of the server-hosted application (see page 4, para. 0067, Fig. 3, 
Peterson). 

As to claim 41 , 

Peterson teaches further comprising the step of determining the status of each 
client attempting to access the server-hosted application, and if the status of the client is 
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identified as being migrated, preventing the client from accessing tlie server-liosted 
application, until the status of the client is changed to the active state (see page 4. para. 
0067, Peterson). 

As to claim 42, 

Peterson teaches further comprising the step of determining the status of each 
client attempting to access the server-hosted application, and if the status of the client is 
identified as being migrated, allowing the client only limited access to the server-hosted 
application, until the status of the client is changed to the active state (see page 4, para. 
0067. Fig. 1b, Peterson). 

As to claim 43, 

Peterson teaches further comprising the step of determining the status of each 
client attempting to access the server-hosted application, and if the status of the client is 
identified as being migrated, allowing the client only limited access the client's data 
stored by the server-hosted application, until the status of the client is changed to the 
active state (see page 4, para. 0070, Fig. 1a, Peterson). 

As to claim 44, 

Peterson teaches further comprising the step of making the first version of the 
server-hosted application un-available to the network, if each client identified in the 
register as having access to the server-hosted application, is associated with the 
second version of the server-hosted application (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson). 

As to claim 45, 
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Peterson teaches wherein the step of automatically identifying the version of the 
server-hosted application that said client is allowed to access comprises the step of 
consulting the register to determine the version of the server-hosted application that 
said client is allowed to access (see page 4, para. 0071 , Peterson). 

As to claim 46, 

Peterson teaches wherein the step of automatically identifying the version of the 
server-hosted application that said client is allowed to access comprises the step of 
examining a request from said client to the server, to determine if the request contains a 
reference to the version of the server-hosted application that said client is allowed to 
access (see page 4, para. 0071 , Peterson). 

As to claim 47, 

Peterson teaches wherein if the request does not include the reference to the 
version of the server-hosted application that said client is allowed to access, the step of 
automatically identifying the version of the server-hosted application that said client is 
allowed to access comprises the step of consulting the register to determine the version 
of the server-hosted application that said client is allowed to access (see page 4, para. 
0067, Fig. 3, Peterson). 

As to claim 48, 

Peterson teaches wherein if the request does not include any reference to the 
version of the server-hosted application that said client is allowed to access, further 
comprising the step of incorporating a reference to the version of the server-hosted 
application that said client is allowed to access in a cookie returned to said client from 



Application/Control Number: 10/062,944 Page 25 

Art Unit: 2166 

the server, such that when said dient makes a future request, the register does not 
need to be consulted to determine the version of the server-hosted application (see 
page 3, para. 0066, Peterson). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed cookie. 

Pezutti discloses claimed cookie (page 6, para. 0069). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
cookie of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1, para. 0002. Cookie as 
taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 

As to claim 49, 

Peterson teaches wherein when said client is not identified In the register, further 
comprising the steps of associating said client with a default version of the server- 
hosted application, and updating the register to identify said client and to indicate that 
said client Is allowed to access the default version (see page 4, para. 0071, Peterson). 

As to claim 50, 

Peterson teaches wherein said default version is the first version of the server- 
hosted application (see page 4, para. 0071, Fig. 15b, Peterson). 
As to claim 51 , 
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Peterson teaches wherein said default version is the second version of the 
server-hosted application (see page 4, para. 0071. Peterson). 
As to claim 52, 

Peterson teaches further comprising the step of incorporating a reference to the 
default version of the server-hosted application that said client is allowed to access in a 
cookie returned to said client from the server, such that when said client makes a future 
request, the register does not need to be consulted to determine the version of the 
server-hosted application that said client is allowed to access (see page 4, para. 0071, 
Peterson). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed cookie. 

Pezutti discloses claimed cookie (page 6, para. 0069). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
cookie of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1, para, 0002. Cookie as 
taught by Pezutti improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 

As to claim 53, 

Peterson teaches wherein when a request from said client to access the server- 
hosted application includes a reference to the version of the server-hosted application 
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that said client is allowed to access, but the reference fails to indicate a version of the 
server-hosted application with which data of said client is associated, the step of 
automatically identifying the version comprises the step of consulting the register to 
determine the version of the server-hosted application that said client is allowed to 
access (see page 2 para. 0058 and page 4, para. 0071 , Peterson). 
As to claim 54, 

Peterson teaches further comprising the steps of: 

(a) changing the reference in the request to correspond to the version of the 
server-hosted application that said client is allowed to access that is defined in the 
register (see page 4, para. 0070, Peterson); and 

(b) retuming the changed reference to said client, such that when said client 
nnakes a future request, said future request properly references the version of the 
server-hosted application that said client is allowed to access (see page 4, para. 0071, 
Fig. 3, Peterson). 

As to claim 55, 

Peterson teaches further comprising the steps of selecting a second group of 
clients from those clients identified in the register that are allowed to access to the 
version of the server-hosted application, and changing the register so that the register 
indicates each client included in the second group of clients is associated with and 
allowed to access the second version of the sewer-hosted application, but not the first 
version of the server-hosted application (see page 4, para. 0071, Peterson). 

As to claim 56, 
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Peterson teaches wherein when all clients identified In the register are 
associated with and only allowed access to the second version of the server-hosted 
application, further comprising the step of making the first version of the server-hosted 
application unavailable to the network (see page 4, para. 0067 and Fig. 3, Peterson). 

As to claim 57, 

Peterson teaches machine-readable medium having machine instructions for 
performing the steps of Claim 36 (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson). 
With respect to claim 58, 

Peterson discloses a system for enabling a provider of a server-hosted 
application to migrate at least some clients from a first version of the server-hosted 
application to a second version of the server-hosted application, such that at least one 
version of the server-hosted application remains accessible to at least some of the 
clients during the migration (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson), comprising: 

(a) a plurality of computing devices, each computing device comprising a 
different client's (see page 4, para. 0067 and Fig. 1a, Peterson), and 

(b) a server having a processor and a memory in communication with the 
processor, said memory storing machine instructions that when executed by the 
processor, cause the processor (see page 4, para. 0067, Peterson) to: 

(i) maintain a register that identifies each client having access to the server- 
hosted application, for each client having access to the server-hosted application, 
associates the client with the first version of the server-hosted application (see page 3, 
para. 0066, Peterson), 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/062,944 Page 29 

Art Unit: 2166 

(ii) enable the second version of the server-hosted application to be made 
available to the clients (see page 4, para. 0071, Peterson)', 

(ill) enable a first group of clients to be selected from those clients identified in 
the register, for migration to the second version of the server-hosted application (see 
page 3, para. 0066, Peterson); 

(iv) change the register so that the register indicates that each client included in 
the first group of clients is associated with and allowed to access the second version of 
the server-hosted application, but not the first version of the server-hosted application 
(see page 4, para. 0067 and Fig. 15b, Peterson); 

(v) each time that any client attempts to access the server-hosted application, 
automatically identify the version of the server-hosted application that said client is 
allowed to access (see page 4, para. 0071, Peterson); and 

(vi) direct said client to the version of the server-hosted application that said 
client is allowed to access (see page 4, para. 0071, Fig. lb, Peterson). 

Peterson does not explicitly indicate claimed association. 

Pezutti discloses claimed Installation (page 5, para. 0058). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art at the 
time of the present invention to combine the teachings of the cited references because 
association of Pezutti's teaching would have allowed Peterson's system to an intelligent 
networks provide network access services for the benefit of network providers, service 
providers and customers, as suggested by Pezutti at page 1, para, 0002. Association as 
taught by Pezutti Improves the quality services to customers and revenue generations 
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and operations savings services for network providers and service providers (see page 
3, para 0019, Pezutti). 

Clainis 59, 60 and 61 have the same subject matter as of claims 1,18, and 36 
respectively and essentially rejected for the same reasons as discussed above. 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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